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“2225° §, CON. RES. 42

IN THE SENATE O THE UNITED STATES

Jury 20 (legislative day, Jury 6), 1953

Mr. Maxsrmmrp submitted the following concurrent resolution ; which was
referred to the Committee on Armed Services

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

1 Llesolved by the Scnate (the House of Representotives
2 concurring), That there is herehy established a Joint Com-
3 mittee on Central Intelligence to be composed of nine Mem-
4 bers of the Senate to be appointed by the President of the
5 Senate, and nine Members of the House of Representatives
6 to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Representa-
7 tives. In each instance not more than five members shall
8 be members of thc same political party.

9 Sec. 2. The joint committee shall make continuing
iO studies of the activities of the Central Intelligence Agency
11 and of problems relating to the gathering of intelligence

12 affecting the national security and of its coordination and

\4
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utilization by the various departments, agencies, and instru-
mentalities of the Government. The Central Intelligence

Agency shall keep the joint committee fully and currently

B W o R

informed with respect to its activitics. All bills, resolutions,
5 and other matters in the Senate or the House of Repre-
6 sentatives relating primarily to the Central Intelligence
7 Agency shall be referred to the joint committee. The mem-
8 bers of the joint committee who are Members of the Senate
9 ghall from time to time report to the Senate, and the members
10 of the joint committee who arc Members of the House of
11 Representatives shall from time to time report to the House,
12 by bill or otherwise, their recommendations with respect to
13 matters within the jurisdiction of their respective Ilouses
14 which are (1) referred to the joint committee cr (2) other-
15 wise within the jurisdiction of the joint committee.
16 SEc. 3. Vacancics in the membership of the joint com-
17 mittee shall not affect the power of the remaining members
18 {9 execute the functions of the joint committee, and shall be
19 filled in the same manner as in the case of the criginal selec-
20 tion. The joint committee shall selé(:t a chairman and a
21 vice chairman from among its Tnembers.

22 SEC. 4. The joint commitice, or any duly authorized

23 subcommittee thereof, is authorized to hold such hearings, to

2% it and act at such places and times, to require, by subpena

25 or otherwise, the attendance of such witnesses and the pro-
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duction of such books, papers, and documents, to administer
such oaths, to take such testimony, to procure such printing
and binding, and to make such expenditures as it deems
advisable. The cost of stenographic services to report such
hearings shall not be in excess of 25 cents per hundred words.

SEC. 5. The joint cominittee is empowered to appoint
such experts, consultants, technicians, and clerical and steno-
graphic assistants as it deems necessary and advisable. The
committee is authorized to utilize the services, information,
facilities, and personnel of the departments and establish-
ments of the Government. |

SEC. 6. The expenses of the joint committee, which shall
not excced $ per year, shall be paid one-half from
the contingent fund of the Senate and one-half from the con-
tingent fund of the House of Representatives upon vouchers
signed by the chairman. Disbursements to pay such ex-
penses shall be made by the Secretary of the Senate out of
the contingent fund of the Senate, such contingent fund to
be rcimbursed from the contingent fund of the House of
Representatives in the amount of one-half of the disburse-

ments so made.
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“inaae 5. CON. RES. 42
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

Establishing a Joint Committee on Central
Intelligence.

By Mr. MANSFIELD

Jury 20 (legislative day, Jury 6), 1953
Referred to the Committee on Armed Services
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H.R. 4864 An act for the reltef of Mrs.
Hildégar oel; o ;

. H,R.p0690. An act for the rellef of Mrs.

Magdatene Zarnovski Austin;

H, . 5436. An act for the relief of David
Hanén; .

: ;? R.5460. An act for the relief of Chancy
- ¢, Newsom;

# -H, R.5933. An act for the relief of Herschel

P. Reagan; !

7 H.R. 5061, An act for the relief of Mari~

‘anne Schuster Dawes;

H. R. 6563. An aét for the relief of Zdzlslaw
(Jerzy) Jazwinski; N

H. R. 6647. An act for the relief of Yoko
Kagawa;

““H. R, 6754. An act for the relief of Mrs.

Hooey Shee Eng;

‘H. R.7258. An act _for the relief of the
Willinore Engineering Co.;

. R. 7452. An act for the relief of Therese
Boehner Soisson;

H.R.7753. An act for the relief of the
estate of Carlo de Luca;

H. R.8315. An act to limit the operation
of sections 281 and 283 of Title 18, United
States Code, and section 190 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States (5 U. 8. C. 89)
Nwith respect to counsel in a certain case;
and -

H.J. Res. 455. Joint resclution granting
the status of permanent residence to certain
aliens; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H. R. 3854. An act to althorize the sale of
certaln public land in Alaska to the Turn-
again Arm Community Club of Anchorage,
Alaska; to the Commiftee on Interlor and
Insular Affairs.

H. R.8367..&n act making appropriations
for civil ctions administered by the De-
of the Army for the flscal year

2 June 30, 1955, and for other purposes;
he Committee on Appropriations.

 ———— R ———

JOINT COMMITTEE ON CENTRAL IN-
: TELLIGENCE — ADDITIONAL CO-
SPONSORS OF CONCURRENT RES-
OLUTION | ’
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President,’ I
ask unanimous consent that the names
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr,
HumpPHREY ], the Senator from North Da~
kota [Mr. Lancer], the senior Senator
from Washington [Mr. MaenusoR], the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. POTTER],
and the juritor Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. Jackson] be added as additional
cosponsors of Senate Concurrent Reso-
lution 69, providing for the establish-
ment of a joint Committee on Central
Intelligence. The concurrent resolution
_was submitted by me on March 10.
_The VICE PRESIDENT. 1Is there ob-
jection to the request of the Sehator
from Montana? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.
S Sttt
SCHEDULE OF HEARINGS BEFORE
WATER TRANSPORTATION SUB-
COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE COM-
MITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND
. FOREIGN COMMERCE
Mr., BUTLER of Maryland. Mr. Presi-
dent, the Water Transportation Subcom-
. ditee f the Senate Interstate and For-

4

Com!

L Wy g o

for g séries of public hearings on bills
:. pending before it, to which all Interested
parties are invited. ) ’
- The dates of the hearings and the bills
- to be considered are as follows:
March 19, 10 a. m.: 'S, 1148 and S. 1878,
. dealing with war risk insurance.

K -
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L CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Yce Comtiittee has arfafifed

March 22, 2:30 p. m.: S, 2814, to au-
thorize changeés in the rules for compu-
tation of net tonnage in certain vessels.’

March 23, 10 a. m.: S. 602, to provide
for greater safety at sea by authorizing
the Secretary of the Treasury to pre-
scribe rules for the loading and stowage
of grain and other similar bulk cargoes.

March 29, 10 a. m.: S. 2072, providing
for annual inspections, and so forth, of
certain passenger vessels, and S. 2818,
aythorizing biennial inspections of hulls
and boilers of eargo vessels.

JIn accordance with custom, it is speci-
fied that prospective witnesses send to
the committee in advance copies of their
testimony.

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTICLES,
ETC., PRINTED 1N THE APPENDIX

On request. and by unanimous consent,
addresses, editorials, articles, etc., were
ordered to be printed in the Appendix,
as follows:

By Mr. ENOWLAND:

Address entitied “The Struggle for a Free
Asia,” delivered by him at the annual For-
elgn Policy Institute, at the University of
Pennsylvania, on Murch 16, 1854.

By Mr. GILLETTE:

Jackson Day dinner address delivered by
Senator SYmMINGTON at Des Moines, Iowa, on
March 13, 1954,

By Mr. KEFAUVER: N

Address delivered by him before the con-
vention of the National Hadassah at Miami
Beach, March 14, 1954.

Hditorial entitled “Meet Your Congress-
man,” referring to Representative HARRISON
A. WiLiaMs, JR., published in the Spring-
field (N. J.) Sun of February 25, 1954,

By Mr. HENNTRGS:'

Address delivered by him before the Eco-
nomic Club of New York.

Address delivered by him at a Jefferson-
Jackson Day dinner held in Midland, Tex.

Article entitled "They Are Putiing Cancer
in*Your Food,” dealing with chemical addi-
tives used in food. published in the January
1954 issue of the National Police Gazette,

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey:

Article entitled “Policy for Security and
Peace,” prepared by Hon. John Foster Dulles,
Becretary of State. for publication in the
April issue of Foreign Aflairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas:

Editorial entitled “Reciprocal Trade Bill,”
published in the Dallas Morning News of
March 9, 1954.

By Mr. HOEY: . .

Article entitied “Battie of Ramsour’s Mill
Wwas Strange But Potent,” written by Clyde
Osborne, and published 111 the Charlotte Ob=
gerver of March 14, 1844.

By Mr. MARTEN: :

Article by John M. Cummings, entitled
el Be a Fine NWight for St. Patrick’s
‘Sons’,” published in the Philadelphia In-
guirer on March 17, 1954.

By Mr. WILLIAMS:

Editorial entitled “Look Who's Talking,”
from the Washington Daily News of March
17, 1954, with reterence to the President’s
tax-reduction program. .

By Mr. TEHMAN:

Resolution adopied by the Montgomery
County Chapter of Americans for Democratic
Action, endorsing and urging the enactment
of the code of Tair dommitfee Protedure for

" "}hé Congfess "of the Tnited States recently

introduced by Senavor Morse and Senator
LEHMAN.

Fditorial entitled “The Pied Piper and His
Fee,” published in the San Francisco Chron-
icle on March 7, 1954, .

. Article by Walter Lippmann, entitled
“What Now?” published in the New York
"Herald Tribune of March 8, 19564
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-tuberculosis-control program:

3173
APPROPRIATIONS FOR 17 T ERCULO-
SIS GRANT-IN-AID Pt 3GRAMS—
LETTER FROM PRES T'ENT OF
WISCONSIN ANTITUR “1.CULOSIS
ASSOCIATION, MILWA FEE, WIS,

Mr. WILEY., Mr. Presi: 21, T have
received a messagé from Fov. Anthony
F. Berens, S. J., president 3 the Wis~
consin Antituberculosis As: -Ciation.

Reverend Berens has se 't a signifi-
cant message on the issue o° adequate
Federal grants-in-aid durir - he coming
fiscal year for tuberculosis :ntrol pur-
poses. .

T believe the letter will t .- of interest
to Senators and I ask unc-imous con-
sent that it be printes in ¢ ¢ RECorD ab
this peint.

There being no objectir . the letter
was ordered to be printed i1 ihe RECORD,
as follows:

WISCONSIN ANTITUBr @ 1.08IS
A; ~C ZIATION,
Milwaukee, Wis., Mc ¢ ¢ 10, 1854.
Senator ALEXANDER WILFY,
Senate Office Building,
~ Washington D C.

Dear SENATOR: Your atten! ) is respect-
fully drawn to the proposal t at the Public
Health Service budget for : .teirculosis be
reduced in 1954-55 to 3,500 &30 from the
$6 milllon appropriated in 19 3 54.

The Wisconsin State Board - Health this
year 1s receiving approximate - $62,000 as &
Federal grant for tuberculosis wntrol. Most
of this money is used to fin: ¢ the opera~-
tion of mobile X-ray units fu tae early dis-
covery of tuberculosis.

The board of directors of “le Wisconsin
Antituberculosis Associntion ees that the
individual States should fip: ‘we thelr own
We are con-
cerned, however, about the - rblem which
the proposed reduction will cr-ae In Wiscon-
sin. The State legislature, . ‘cag with the
legislatures of 32 other State: 3.ill not meet
again In regular session unt: ~955, Hence,
there will be no opportunity '« compensate
for the decrease in Federal f1: '@s by. increas=
ing the State appropriatic Employees
working on the mobile-unit 'rigram would
jeave after June 30, 1954, so ieading to the
termination of much or all of “1:is important
preventive service.

Our board therefore urges 1.t the grant-
in-ald portion of the Tublic T :alth Service
tuberculosis budget remain =t the 1853-54
figure untll the Wisconsin ¢ Jislature can
take action.

Very truly yours.
A. T, Berr ¢ President.

. WOOL PRCDUC "IDON

Mr. ROBERTSON. M: I'resident, in
view of the fact that pr ¢at domestic
production of wool woulc b less than
the military needs alone, f, in the event
of war, we should he e¢u Hff from all
foreign sources of supply, the Secretary
of Agriculture has recom: :ended an in-
centive plan which, wit!. some minor
amendments, has been ui animously re-
ported by the Senate Com: 1i.tee on Agri-
culture and Forestry. 7+ committee
report frankly admils th: ~'f the inceh~
tive plan works as well a= sontemplated,
it would still take at lec t 10 years to
bring domestic productic- -f wool back
to the previous level 200 million
pounds a year. I am corn -iiced that no
price support, plus incer ‘i-e payments
from Federal funds to br 1+ fluctuating
domestic prices up to the irvel of a fair
return to the producers, - i accomplish
: R * S R
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15 worked out a plan to protect sheep

o
ired results, unless and until there

ks

raisers from losses sustained from pred-

~wtors. For many years the Federal Gov-
“ernment has been spending $900,000, or

tnore, a year on -predator control, pri-
mnarily in fhe West for the elimination
of coyotes, In the East the problem is
sheep-killing dogs.

I am sending to each Member of the
fenate a Jetler in which I discuss this

“problem, because it stands to reason that

more wool cannot be clipped until more
sheep are produced, and tertainly in the
East it is impossible to produce more
theep without protection from predators.
T ask unarifmous consent to have printed
&t this point in the REcorp 2 letter from
our State department of agriculture dis-
cussing the problem confronting us in
Virginia, and an amendment, which I
intend to offer if Senators from other
‘States interested in this program will
Join me in sponsoring it.

“There being no objection, the letter
and amendment were ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

{ COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA,
- DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

AND IMMIGRATION,
. Richmond, March 15, 1954.
Hon. A, WiLL1s ROBERTSON,
. United States Senate,
| Washington, D. C.
- DEAR SENATOR ROBERTSON: Thank you for
Your letter of March 13 asking about the
stray dog situation with reference to our
Virginia sheep industry.
. Mr. Brinkley is out of town until Friday,

but he has ssked me to write you in respect -

to this matter.
" With respect to your statement that there

‘were more sheep in Virginia in 1860 than-

there are today I am enclosing the figures
Irom our records which go back to 1867, and
very definitely prove your contention. As
you can see from the sheet, we had 510,000
Bbead in 1867 as agalnst 324,000 in 1954,
Certainly we should have seen an expan=
slon in Virginia’s sheep industry during this
period. We have good sheep country and
the overall s}leep picture from an economic
standpoint would certainly warrant con-
siderable increase. )
As far as we can determine the largest

-single detriment to sheep raising in Virginia

i the loss from predatory animals, of which
dogs make up the vast majority.

The department of game and inland
fisheries tells us that there are between
450,000 and 500,000 licensed dogs in Virginia,
and that the figure is increasing at the rate
of about 5 percent each year. This means
that there arg about ¢ dogs for every 3 sheep
In Virginia, gnd these figures do not include
unlicensed dogs. This increase continues
despite the fact that about 40,000 dogs each
year are destroyed by game wardens and an-

: ofher 10,000 picked up off the highway by

the State highway department.

<This gives some idea of the problem. The
other half of the problem is illustrated by
the fact that Virginia's counties and cities
during the figcal year 1952-53 paid over $90,-
060 in indemnities for animals killed by
predators. The department of game and
inland fisheries believes that by far the
largest portion of this amount was paid for
ﬁmage ‘done by dogs. -

In responsé tp a tremendous demand by
farm interest there was introduced in . the
1854 Virginia General Assembly a bill which
would have authorized county boards of su-
pervisors  to transfer money from county
general funds into the coynty dog fund
from which indemnities are pald whenever
the indemnity fund is exhausted. This bill

i
'

was backed by the agricultural conference
board and other farm organizations, but
was killed in committee under pressure from
county supervisors who said that this would
seriously undermine county revenues he-
cause demancs would be so large. One of
the bill's opponents stated that in one
southwest Virginia county therc were pend-
ing some 87,000 in claims for livestock, tost
to predators, for which there was no money
available, .

On the other hand, the counties of Au-
Busia and Albemarle do have authorization
to transfer money from general fund to dog
fund, but we have no information on how
this is workinz out.

80 far as we can determine here the largest
single incentive to increase our sheep num-
bers would be some solution tc the stray dog
problem. As far as we can determine the
approach which you have In mind would be
a gcod one on the standpoint of sheep pro-
duction, and certainly there is great need.
for some sort of additional indemnity
money. - ;

We would suggest, as T understand -you
have in mind. that the Federal money be
on some sort of a matching basis in order
to facilitate acdministrative control,

Sincerely yours,
Joun H. WessELLs, Jr.,
Special Assistant to the Commissioner.

Awendments intended to be proposed by -

Mr. ROBERTSON to the bHl (S. 2911) to pro-
vide for the development of a sound and
profitable domestic wool industry under our
national policy of expanding world trade to
encourage increased domestic production of
wool for our national security, and for other
pburposes, viz: At the end of the bill, insert
a new section as follows: .

“8rc. 10. The Secretary of Agriculture shall,
through the Commodity Credit Corporation,
reimburse any State, or local governmental
subdivision thereof, one-half of all amounts
pald by the State or local governmental sub-
division, pursuant to a State or local law or
ordinance, to sheep owners for losses suffered
by guch owners as a result of depredation of
their flocks by mountain llons, bears, dogs,
coyoles, foxes, or other predatory animals.
Payment of such reimbursements shall be
made at such times, but not less often than
once each marketing year, as the Secretary
may prescribe, upon the submission by the
State or local governmental subdivision of
such evidence of payments made by the State
or local governmental subdivision as the Sec-
retary may require,”

On page 3, line 16, strike out “all such pay-
ments made under this act” and in lieu
thereof insert “all payments made under this
section and section 10 of this act.”

On page 4, line 24, strike out ‘“‘under this
act”” and in leu thereof insert “under sec-
tion 4 and to States or local governmental
subdivisions under section 10.”

THE PRESIDENT'S TAX PROGRAM

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi-
dent, I am reading in the newspapers
varicus criticisms and comments on the
address on our taxation situgtion deliv-
ered night before last by the President
of the United States. This morning
there appeared in the New York Times a
very interesting editorial, entitled “Im-
pregnable Position,” on that subject. In
light of the pending discussion—-and I
hope to address myself to the subject,
later on—at this time I ask unanimous
consent to have the editorial printed in
the body of the Recorn.

‘There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recogp,
as follows: :
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ImprREGNADLE Posrrion

Last night Democratic leaders took to the
airwaves in an effort to reply to the previous
night’s broadcast by President Eisenhower
and to justify their proposals for increasing
personal exemptions under the individual in-
come tix by anywhere from $100 to $400.

Nothing in these arguments alters our
conviction that basically the conflict here is
between election-year political expediency on
the one hand and sound public policy on the
other. The pillars on which President Eisen-
hower's position is based remain intact and
unshaken. These pillars are:

1. The President’s tax program is a logical
and inzegrated part of the administration’s
stated overall economic and fiscal policies—
policies which alone have made any tax re-
ductior. possible. The proposed tax bonus
offered by the President’s opponents is
strangely at variance with the attitude of
fiscal self-righteousness displayed by some
of its advocates only a few months ago when
the President asked authority from Congress
1o raise the debt limit.

2. The new omnibus tax bill, which would
be made the vehicle for the proposed George
amendraent, is not simply another revenue
measurs, It is a comprehensive revision of
the Nation’s tax laws, and the first under-
vaken in half & century. That the changes
it calls for would result in relief for the in-
dividual, the investor, and Industry is a natu-
ral, if indirect, consequence of its reform
charact:r and the purposes actuating its re-
forms. ‘'These purposes are two: (1) the re-
moval of inequities, and (2) the removal of
unnecessary obstacles to business expan-
sion—which is to say jobmaking.

3. To introduce into this measure a hap-
hazard across-the-board tax bonus such as
the George plan would (1) plunge the coun-
try back overnight into the mire of budg-
etary deficits from which the administration
has been valiantly trying to extricate it, and
(2) violate one of the fundamental tenets
of sound tax policy by wiping out at-a stroke
the tax Hability—and accompanying sense of
public responsibility—of 1 out of every 8
persons now paying an income tax.

&

THE IATE MAJ. GEN. KENNETH P,
CRAMER

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, I had
intended to pay tribute to the late Gen.
Kenneth F. Cramer, who died recently.
In order to save time I ask unanimous
consent that a brief statement prepared
by me, and a short summary of his life,
as printed in the Bureau Drawer, the
publication of the National Guard Bu-
reau, be printed in the body of the Rec-
orD at -his point in my remarks.

There being no objection, the state=
ment and biographical summary were
ordered to be printed in the RErcorp, as
follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR KILGORE

I rise o pay tribute to one of the Nation’s
most distinguished ecitizen-soldiers, a gen-
tleman who contributed much to his coun-
try, his State, and his community before
his recent death.

I refer to the late Maj. Gen. Kenneth P,
Cramer, a National Guard man from Con-
necticut and a great American. At the time
of his unexpected death from a heart attack
on February 19, he was commanding gen-
eral of the Southern Area Command in Ger-
many aad formerly commanded the 43d
Infantry Division stationed there. The divi-
slon is composed of National Guard men from
Connecticut, Rhode Island, and Vermont.

Generul Cramer was a stanch American
of the highest prinhciples. He distinguished
himself in combat in two wars, in which He
won many decorations for personal valor.
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2. 1t is noted that 8. Con. Res. 69, the Mansfield resolutior

. has been referred to the Senate Comamittee on Rules and Administral . n

rather than to the Senate Armed Services Committee, to which S. Con,
Res, 42, Sen. Mansfield's previous resolution, wes referred in July.
In view of the fact that the previous resolution was referred to Armed
Services, Sen. Salionstall should get a re-referral of S. Con. Res, 59
to his Cormnmittee. Sen. Jenner is Chairmam of the Rules Committe~,
of which Sen. McCarthy is also & member. /2 WIMQ.Z /P54
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10 March 1954
Memorandum for: The Director ¢f Central Intelligence

Subject: Joint Congressiiaal Committee
on Central Intelligence,

Senstor Mansfield this sfiernoon intr.daced 5. Conecurrent
Resoluticn 9, to establish a Joint £ ngressional Commitiee on
Central Intelligence. The bill was co-sponsared by 21 S3enators --
5 Republicans and 16 Democrats. The c>-sponsors are as follows:

Frank A. Barrett (R., Vyo.) lin D, Johmstom {D., 8.7 ar }
Thomas 4. Burke (D., Chio) Harley M. Kilgore (D., w.V¥=a)
John M. Butler (R., Md.) Herbert H. Lehman (D., N."'.}
Homer E. Capehart (R., Ind.) Burnet K, Maybsak (D., 3.C1-.)
Earie C, Clemsnts (D., Ky.) rdward Martin {R., Penn.)
Price Dasicl {3, , Tex.) Karl E. Mundt (R., 5.Dsa:.)

J. W, Fulbright {D., srk.) James E. Murray {D., dont
Walter F. George (D., Ga.) Matthew M. Nesly{D., v . V- )
Guy M. Gillette {D., lowa) Ishn 2. Pastore {D., R.1.)

Hubert H. Humphrey (D., Minn.}
Edwin C. Johnson {D., Csle.)

The printed text of the Resclut.on will not be availsble uatil
sometime tomorrow.

walter L.. Plorsheimer
Legislative Counsel
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I wish also to commend the chairman
of the Commitiee on Rules and Admin-
‘Istration [Mr. JEnnEr] for the position
he has taken as chairman of the com-
mittee in calling the committee together
to consider the report on next Tuesday.

I think the action on the part of both
Senators is proper. The case should be
closed. Final action should be taken
on it, and I hope that can be done next
week, .

Mr. KNOWLAND. Let me say to the
Senator that it was only with the full
cooperation of the distinguished chair-
man of the Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration and the chairman of the
subcommittee, the Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. BarreTT], that it was possible.
to expedite this matter. We also had
the cooperation of the staff of the com-~
mittee. . .

‘While I shall not at this time propound
& unanimous-consent request, I am
hopeful that when the subject is brought
to the attention of the Senate, Senators
on the other side of the aisle will ex-
blore” the situation to see if we cannot
arrive at a reasonable division of time
for a couple of days, or whatever time
it may be felt is necessary to debate the
question, so that the ‘attention of the
Senate may be concenirated on that
subject. I hope it will not be delayed
by extraneous matters. I believe that
when the seat of any United States Sen-
ator is at stake he and the State he
represents, as well as the Senate, are
entitled to have as prompt action as the
facts developed will warrant.

Mr. CLEMENTS. . Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. KNOWLAND. 1 yield.

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ecan speak for only
one Member of the Senate. I believe
that Senators on this side of the aisle
will desire only sufficient time to pre-
sent the case of the Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ] in the proper light.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. KNOWLAND. I yield.

Mr. GORE. In order that the distin-
guished majority leader may be fully
advised, let me say to him that the call
ing of Calendar No. 703, Senate bill 796,
would entail considerable debate, of such
length that perhaps it could not be con-
cluded in 1 day, whereas Calendar 1032,
House hill 5509, might well be disposed
of within a much briefer time.

Mr, KNOWLAND. I did not necessar-
ily mean the bills would be called up in
the order mentioned. I am mindful of
the fact that undoubtedly there will be
some debate. What I have in mind is
this: If debate runs out today after the
Senator from Montana [Mr. MaNSFIELD]
speaks on a different subject, I wish to
be in a position to proceed to the con-
sideration of certain other bills,

" Temorrow the time will be controlled
under the unanimous-consent agree-
ment, The vote is to come at 4 o’clock.
We can then return to the consideration

<o0o09F Whalever is fhe unfinished business
BNk

'L that time, and the debate on the two
bills referred to can be continued on Fri=
day, if necessary. .
- Mr. BUSH. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield? )

Mr. KNOWLAND, I yield.
"No.45——3

e M

/6’.&#

. Mr. BUSH. With respect to Calendar

No. 703, Senate hill 796, I advise the ma-~
jority leader that I had not realized that
he was about to .bring up that bill.
Frankly, I am not prepared to debate the
bill at this time, byt I may be prepared in
24 or 48 hours. Iagree with the Senator
from Tennessee LMr. Gorel that consid-
eration of Senate bill 796 should be post-
poned, if possible. I shall be glad to ad-
vise the majority leader as soon as we
are ready to have it considered. There
are certain points of difference. Minor=
ity views have been filed and we are in
the process of trying to reach an agree-
ment which will accommodate the mi-
nority point of view, which would make
the bill generally more acceptable.

Mr. KNOWLAND, We have discussed
the bill from time o tume. I certainly
have no desire to mopve ahead if the dis-
tinguished Senator from Connecticut is
not prepared to do so this afternoon. I
wished to give notice that the bill should
be taken up for consideration in the near
future. Very soon we shall have a heavy
program, including tax legislation, ap-
propriation bills, and major parts of the
administration’s legislative program, as
well a5 the important measure now pend-
ing. Iam afraid that if we do not con-
sider the Senator's bill soon it may be
lost in the general tieup of the session
later. 8o, if the Senator is hopeful that
the bill will be passed, I think the sooner
we can get to it the better it will be.

Mr. BUSH. I thank the distinguished
majority leader. I assure him that I
shall be ready within 48 hours to take
up the bill at his convenience.

Mr. KNOWLAND subsequently said:
Mr. President, earlier in the day I gave
notice that among several bills for which
consideration weuld be sought was Cal-
endar No. 620, Senate bill 2231, a bill to
amend the ‘Prading With the Enemy Act
relating tgfdebt claims. That was one
with respect to which I had
given adffance notice to the leadership on
the othfr side of the aisle. We are at-
g this afternoon to devise a pro-
o fill in the time when debate on
ending legislation runs out. I
shoffld like to be prepared to take up
thgf bifl referred during the afternoon.

INT COMMITTEE ON CENTRAL
INTELLIGENCE

Mr. MANSFIELD obtained the floor.

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President,
would the Senator mind if I suggested
the absence of a quorum?

Mr. MANSFIELD. That is agreeable
to me, provided I do not lose the floor.

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that I may sug-
gest the absence of a guorum without
the Senator from Montana losing the
floor. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. KNOWLAND. 1 suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.
. The PRESIDING
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the
roll. .

Mr, KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum cal] pe rescinded,

OFFICER. The
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The PRESIDING OI:%{ER (Mr.
PayYye in the chair'., WV..out objec-
tion, it is so ordered. .

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. “-esident, on
behalf of myself, the Sena: -t from Wyo-
ming [Mr, BarRreTT], the ‘tnator from
Ohio [Mr. Burkel, the «ator from
Maryland [Mr. BuiLEr]l., t:e Senator
from Indiana [Mr, Capel:- 71, the Sen-
ator from Kentucky M. CLEMENTSI,
the Senator from Texas ' vir. DaniEL],
the Senator from Georgia ' ¥ r. GEORGE],
the Senator from Iowa [N - GILLETTE],
the Senator from Mii sota [Mr.
HumprHREY], the Sena:tor { an Colorado
[Mr. JouNsoN], the junior =3« nator from
South Carolina {Mr. JoHN: :¢~] the sen-
ior Senator from West ‘urzinia [Mr.
KiLgorel, the Senator frc:a New York
[Mr. LEHMAN], the senior -enator from
South Carolina [Mr. MayB: -1, the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania i “1- MARTIN],
the Senator from South :3)ikota [Mr.
MunoTl, my colleague, th: :enior Sen-
ator from Montana !Mr. +[:iRrAY], the
junior Senator from West .i ginia [Mr.
NeELY], the Senator from ).ode Island
[Mr. Pasrorel, and the :.:ator from
Arkansas [Mr. FuLBrrgHT]. { ask unani-
mous consent to subrait fu  :.ppropriate
reference a concutrrent . colution to
establish a Joint Committ: » on Central
Intelligence,

The PRESIDING CFFICI @ Without
objection, the concurrent 1 -slution will
be received and appropria-:y referred.

The concurrent resolut .1 (S, Con.
Res. 69) was referred to ti: Committee
on Rules and Adminisiratic ., as follows:

Resolved by the Senat: (the .i.use of Rep=
resentatives concurring), Thai tiere is here=
by established a Joint Commi' e on Central
Intelligence to be composed ¢ 5 Members
of the Senate to be appointec kv the Presie
dent of the Senate, and 5 M -aivers of the
House of Representatives to b: a-pointed by
the Speaker of the Hous:> of k ') ¢sentatives,
In each instance not more th:: ‘hree mem-
bers shall be members «f the -aue political
party.

SEc. 2, The Joint committe shall tnake
continuing.studies of the ac v ties of the
Centrg] Intelligence Ageicy a:+: »f problems
relating to the gathering of ¢ -uelligence af-
fecting the national security :n1 of its co-
ordination and utilizaticn by t ¢ various de-
partments, agencies, and ins i:mentalities
of the Government. The €. 1.ral Intelli-
gence Agency shall keejr the it commit-
tee fully and currently infor .4 with re-
spect to its activities. Al bil -, resolutions,
and other matters in the Senat ¢+ the House
of Representativeh relating pr .o irily to the
Central Intelligence Agency shall be re-
ferred to the joint committe The mem-=
bers of the jJoint committee 3 1> are Mem-
bers of the Senate shali from: “ine to time
report to the Senate, and the n. 1 thers of the
Joint committee who are Me 1sers of the
House of Representatives shall 7 >m time to
time report to the House, by bii c- otherwise,
their recommendations with r:.g:ct to mat-
ters within the jurisdiction o: t.ieir respec-
tive Houses which are (1) riiaived to the
Joint committee or (2) ctherw :e within the
Jurisdiction of the joint commn: te.

Sec. 3. Vacancies in the mem e ship of the
Joint committee shall not afic.t the power
of the remaining members t: ¢xecute the

functions of the jJoint commir- . and shall
be filled in the same maaner - . the case
of the original selection. The | i :¢ commit-

tee shall select a chairm:n an: a vice chair-

man from among its merabers.
SeC. 4. The joint comraittec o=

authorized subcommitice i . ¢

3

any duly

oI, is au-

i
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thorized to hold such hearings, so sit and act

‘at such places and times, to require, by sub-
peng or otherwise, the attendance of such
witnesses and the production of such books,
papers, and documents, to administer such
oaths, to take such testimony, to procure
such printing and binding and to make such
expenditures as it deems advisable. The
-éost of stenographic services to report such
Jearings shall not be In excess of 25 cents
per hundred words.

Sec. 5. Thé joint coramittee Is empowered
to appoint such experts, consultants, tech-
nicians, and clerical and stenographic as-
sistance as it deems necessary and advisable.
The committee is authorized to utilize the
gervices, information, facilities, and person-
nel of the departments and establishments
©° the Government.

SEC. 6, The expenses of the joint commit-
tee, which shall not exceed 8 per year,

shall be paid one-half from the contingent

fund of the Senate and cne-half from the
éontingent fund of the House of Represent-
atives upon vouchers signed by the chair.
man. Disbursements to pay such expenses
_ghall be matle by the Secretary of the Senate
out of the contingent fund of the Senate,
guch contingent fund to be reimbursed from
the contingent fund of the House of Repre-
gentatives ih the amount of one-half of the
disburséments so made.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, the
concurrent resolution just submitted
proposes to establish a Joint Committee
on Central Intelligence, to be composed
of five Members of the Senate, to be ap-

. pointed by the President of the Senate,
and five Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives, to be appointed by the
Speaker of the House. In each instance
not more than three members shall be of
the same political party.

Mr. President, evénts during the past
year have convinced me that an urgent
need exists for regular and responsible
congressional scrutiny of the Central In-
telligence ‘Agency. Such scrufiny is es-
sential to the success of our foreign pol-
‘icy, to the preservation of our democrat-
ic processes, and to the security of the
Intelligence Agency itself. The sooner
we provide a legislative framework for
proper congressional-CIA relations, the

. ‘quicker we can begin to build mutual
t ‘econfidence.

This is a prerequisite for effective op-
eration by an executive agency, espe-
cially one hidden behind closed doors.
If we fail to establish some sort of per-
‘manent, continuing link between Con-
gress and the CIA the only result will be
growing suspicion. From that, in all
likelihood, will come sporadic investiga-
tions by various committees of Congress.

It should not be surprising that a great

- many. Members of Congress are already
questioning the wisdom of continuing to

" allow almost complete independence to a
' Government agency as vital and power-

- ful as CIA. In the first place, the whole

concept of peacetime foreign intelli-
gence operations has been alien to Amer-
jcan tradition. It was not until 1947,
when CIA was established, that this Na-
tion began to develop an  intelligence

- & sefvice of any significant size. Even then

many harbored serious doubts as to

- whether such an organization belonged
"in a democracy in peacetime.

Nevertheless, by 1947 most Americans

realized that the United States was con-

fronted with a foe which would use any

means to attain its aim—the conquest
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of the world. Information ¢n the capa~
bilities and intentions of aggressive na-
tions became imperative, especially in
view of the developments in atomic
energy.

The need for the Central Intelligence
Agency is seldom questioned any longer
and I certainly am not challenging it
now. What I am concerned with, how-
ever, is CIA’s position of responsibility
to none but the Naticnal Security Coun-
cil. T believe this should be changed.
It is true that intelligence services of
other major countries operate without
direct control of the legislatures, This
is understandable in a totalitarian gov-
erniment, such as the Soviet Union. Tt is
even understandable in a parliamentary
democracy, such as Great Britain, where
the entire administration is a part of and
is responsible to Parliament. Our form
of government, however, is based on a
system of checks and balances. If this
system gets seriously out of balance at
any point the whole system is jeopar-
dized and the way is opened for the
growth of tyranuny.

There has been almost no congres-
sional inspection of the Central Intelli=
gence Agency since the latter’s estab-
lishiment in 1947. It is conceivable that
as the need for an intellizence service
had been evident in 1946, the Congres-
sional Reorganization Act of that year
would have made provisions for congres-
sional participation in the committee
structure of Congress. As it is now, how-
ever, CIA is freed from practically every
ordinary form of congressional check.
Control of its expenditures is exempted
from the provisions of law which pre-
vent financial abuses in other Govern-
ment agencies. Its appropriations are
hidden in allotments to other agenicies,
and the Bureau of the Budget does not
report CIA’s personnel strength to Con-
gress. Each year onlya handful of Mem-
bers in each House see even the appro-
priation figures. There is no regular,
methodical review of this agency; other
than a briefing which is supplied to a
few members of the appropriations com-
mittees.

Mr. President, T agree that an intel-
ligence agency must maintain comyplete
secrecy to be effective. 1T clandestine
sources of information were inadver-
tently revealed, they would quickly dry
up. Not only would the flow of in-
formation he cut off, but the lives of
many would be seriously endangered.
In addition, much of the value of the
intelligence product would be lost if it
were know that we possessed it. ADp ex-
ample is the breaking of a code. If we
break a code we can continue to inter-
cent and decipher important messages
as long as the enemy or potential enemy
is unaware of our knowledge. - However,
the instant the enemy learns that we
have the key, they will stop using that
code or possibly use it only to mislead
us. Secrecy for these purposes is ob-
vinusly necessary.

However, there is a profound differ-
erice between an essential degree of
secrecy to achieve a specific purpose and
secrecy for the mere salke of secrecy.
Once secrecy becomes sacrosanct, it in-
vites abuse. If we accept this idea of
secrecy for secrecy’s sake we will have no

10
way of knowing whether we have a fine
intelligence service or a veéry poor one.

Secrecy now beclouds everything
about CIA—its cost, its efficiency, its
successes, and its failures. It has been
mustered against questions or proposals
regard: ng CIA by Members of Congress.
Tt is difficult to legislate intelligently for
this agency because we have no informa-
tion which we can be positive is correct.

An zura of superiority has been built
arounc the CIA. Calls for an investiga-
tion of CIA personnel have been met
with a resistance not encountered from
any other agency. The administration
appears to support the view that CIA
officials merit an immunity which has

«never been claimed for the State De-
partment or other Government agencies
handling equally confidential material.
CIA seems to have marked out for itself
a setting above other Government agen-
cies, Congress, and the public.

I do not believe that responsible con=
gressional auditing of the CIA is in=
compatible with the maintenance of the
degree of secrecy necessary to the legiti-
mate operations of this agency. On the
contrsry it has many advantages. It
would protect the reputation of the
agency against unjustified attacks. If
would make unnecessary sporadic ine-
vestigations which might lead to unau-
thorized disclosures. Adequate funds
would be assured for all legitimate pur~
poses. Klost important, the assertion of
congressional interest in this field would
reduce the threat to our democratic
processes which this uncontrolled agency
by its very nature now poses.

The kind of congressional role which
is called for in this situation is similar to
that played by the Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy. The resolution which I
am introducing today is similar to one I
sponsored last July. It proposes the
creation of a Joint Committee on Cen-
tral Intelligence. This committee would
be composed of 5 Members of the Senate
and 5 Members of the House. No more

than 3 Members in either House would

be selected from the same political party.
The committee would make continuing
studies of the activities of the Agency,
its problems, its utilization by other de-
partments and agencies, and its coordi-
nation with them. From time to time
the members of the committee would
report to the Senate and House and rec-
ommend such legislation as might be
needed.

The Joint Committee on Atomic
Energy offers a model for congressional
partizipation in the control of CIA. The
joint committee deals with a subject that
requires at least as much secrecy as
would a committee on intelligence. It
deals with a subject that is even more
vital to our national security. . .

The Atomic Energy Commission has
earned the respect of both the executive
and legislative branches of the Govern-
ment, It has been entrusted with the
most vital secrets of state and it has
proved worthy of that trust. Other
Members of Congress have full confi-
dence in its judgment. Their legislative
actions affecting atomic energy are based
on the secure knowledge that trusted
Members of both Houses are fully cog-
nizant of developments in atomie energy.
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“They do not have to depend on the uni-
lateral judgment of the executiye branch

. &5 to what Members of Congress ought
" or oyght not to know.

The Atomic Energy Commission also
benefits from its ties with the committee
because it provides the commissioners
‘with a clear channel into which, they can
direct their legislative problems. The
security of the atomic energy program,
moreover, is not periodically threatened
by -sporadic investigations and embar-
rassing - questions from the floor of
Congress.

Ido not believe that the Ceniral Intel-
ligence Agency enjoys the same degree of
confidence in Congress and among the
American. people which has been gained
by the Atomic Energy Commission. And
I do not believe the CIA will ever obtain
it under present arrangements. On the
confrary, all signs point to a steady loss
How could it he other-
wise when we are left to wonder about
the efficiency and economy of its oper-

- ation, if the only assurances we have of

the effectiveness of the service are those
proffered by the men who run, it?
Until a committee of the kind I am
broposing is established, there will be
1o way of knowing what serious flaws in
the Intelligence Agency may be covered
by the curtain of secrecy in which it is
shrouded. In 1949 the Hoover Com-
mission examined the CIA, A task force
§tated that— .
- .The. Central Intelligence Agency has not
yet achieved the desired degree of proficiency
and dependability In its estimate. Without
it, the Natlonal Security Council cannot
succeed in assessing and appraising the ob-
Jectives, commitments, and risks of the
United States In relation to our * * * mili-
tary power, with sufficient continuity or
definiteness to constitute & practical guide
to the Military Establishment as to the size
of our military needs.

It recommended that vigorous steps be
taken to improve the Central Intelli-
gence Agency and its work.

Mr. President, have these steps been
taken? - We do not know and we have no
way of finding out. Yet we are asked to
go on ‘appropriating vast funds without

debate or question for this Agency.

Recently the Washington Star carried
a story to the effect that CIA “has be-
come 50 topheavy and unwieldy that it
should be scrapped altogether and re-
Placed by a new organization.” Is this
¢harge true? 'The columnist who re-
ported this view said further that “our
legislators feel strongly that there must
be much overlapping and useless ex-
penditure in the activities” of the five
Separate groups engaged in _intelli-

" gence—CIA, the State Department, the

Navy, the Army, and the Air Force. Is
this charge true? He also wrote that
“legislators who have been in clase con-
tact with the CIA believe that there is
much deadwood in the organization
which should be eliminated and it con-
tains too many ‘pals’ of men with in-
gu_ep,ggb_i,ni, the  Government, . Is this
thatge true? [T
&%gE',fﬁct is. that we do not know
whether these and other charges simi-
larly unrelated to secrecy are true or not
irue. " And if we are to appropriate funds
for this Agency, we ought to know,

ghployees,
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: )&iéher do we know if CIA is staying -Xlon the leaders of tue So e

witihn the limits established by law

if it Ras expanded beyond its origimal
purposés. On December 30, 1952, the
same colwmnist asserted that “thé CIA
establishedan intelligence servic€ in the
United States,” although the lgw creat-
ing the Agency.specifically prohibits it
from “police, 3ubpena. Jaw-enforce-
ment powers or invernal“Security func-
tions.” Yet, as was geinted out in an
article in the New Yeork Times on July
19, 1953, two CIA agents Bave reports to
the FBI that Owen Lattimoxe was about
to leave this country. Neverthgless, they
later refused”on security groynds to
testify in cgurt on their role in thig mat-
ter. Dogf this incldent mean that the

CIA isgetting into the internal secuxjty
field fn competition with the FBI? Do

it pfean that officials of this Governmen
Agcency can defy the courts?

*What of the quality of the produpt
which CIA is producing? CIA officials
claint that the United States intelli-
gence System is second only to that of
the Sovist Union. I do nof know
whether thils is a boast of strength or a
confession of“weakness. Hahson Bald-
win has reported that some observers be-
lieve it is actually not as effective, in
terms of end resultsi\as the British Secret
Service with roughl¥ 3,000 employees,
or the Israeli servide with roughly 300.
Others believe that this country is
spending too,much mongy on intelli-
gence for the results we are obtaining.
The amount is a classified ure, but
bublished estimates of the anmwal ap-
proprigtion run from $500 mil
$800 million. Personnel estimates i
bgess run between 8,000 and 30,

Whatever the cost, we ought to be cer-
tain of the quality of our intelligence.
Faulty intelligence estimates could jeop-
ardize our entire defense and our foreign
policy. Both of these must be based on
cdld knowledge and intelligent evalua-
tion of the capabilities and intentions of
other countries. If our premises are
wrong, it is logical to assume that the
policies based upon them will be wrong.

The Central Intelligence Agency plays

8 more direct role in foreign policy than
that of simply providing some of the in-
formation on which our policies are
based. It also serves, apparently, as an
instrument of policy. Time magazine
recently reported that—
Though CIA officials do not admit it publicly
the agency was from the start engaged In
a wide range of ‘‘covert activities,"” espionage
ald to resistance movements and perhaps
sabotage.

Exactly how many and what kind of
activities are carried on. I do not know.
This is a field in which information is
even more closely puarded., Neverthe-
less, several such activities have been
reported in the press. and we can as-
sume that there have been others which
have not made the headlines. -

the Washington Post of Janwiry 9,
1953, following undertakimizs of CIA
agents were cited as a “sampling of ex-
ploits which haye bBen the subject of
many whispered eemplaints”:

1. Suhsidization by CIA of a neo-Nagi or-
gagizgilon which haa marked for lquida-

i
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Democratic

*trty was the
bartyN\of Ernst Reuter, L.icr mayor of
Berlin 2nd vehement anti- = >mmudiist.
ation for 3 moi‘ts of'a Japa«
nese citizen der excuse of 1 )sg-examinge
tion—a Job im$ially under .t en by Gen-
eral Willoughby's  Arimy Ir<eiigence and
passed on to CIA. ™ i

3. Tapping of t}e\ tele; :cne of Jose
Figures, former Costa Rj\can t sident—

And, by the way, lie & o~ President
again— o
at which a CIA pran was caw; ‘1 red-handed.

4, Abortive ort by CIA v :uiegcover men
to start a volution in T ademala and
blame it og‘the United Pruit :

5. Burpiese and Silamese u .c Viet%@mese
suspielghs of CIA activity in prom ting

guerila forays from the Burn: < border Into
land China on the par: o the tatte

efeated Natlonalists.

I do not need to point ot ihe tremen-
dous impact which this sc+t of activity
could have on our foreign | siicy. Other
countries cannot be 2xpec i to distin-
guish between CIA policy :nd United
States policy. If these rer s1is are trype,

-then it-would appea: to « .lLers thaf it

was United States foreign ..o icy tg pro-
mote a neo=Nazi organizat »:, tg incar~
cerate a Japanese citizen, zad start a
revolution in one- of our i.eighboring
countries. Moreover, the Eurma epi-
sode, according to the Was :iagton Post,
“led fo the resignation in ¢ s rust of one
of the best and mwes: resy—ied of our
career Ambassadors on th - -round not
only that he gdfd not 20 a: .z with the
black diplomacy around L =, but-that
he was kept in ignorance ot 1" Is there
any wonder that there shou::1 be increase

ing concern with the abser ¢ of control

over this agency? We e¢: ot permit
CIA, any more than we ca. .ermit any
other government agency, .o have free
reign to do anything it wa: i+ anywhere
in the world. If its agen: play care-
lessly with fire, the whole v rld might
get burned,

I do not have official v: “iication of
any of the criticisms I hav ' nentioned,
All my information, as I hs ¢ indicated,
has been taken from puiiic sources.
But the point is that any 4 these re-
ported incidents could be ¢, and we
would not know the facts. ¥ould it not
be far more sensible if C: 1 :ress were
aware of the general policic - wing pur-
sued by Central Intelligent ¢ Is there
any other way that we can t ‘casonably
certain that public funds s ¢ not being
wasted? That the countr is getting
the intelligence it nceds fo. is protec-
tion?

If a joint committee is e tablished,
CIA officials would not have . seal their
lips and put on the face ot xartyrdom,
everytime they were criti r2d. They
would have a congressiona: c¢aannel to
bresent their side. The join committee,
in turn, could maintain tk - onfidence
of Congress and the public, *:hout loss
of security, Until we crea: -ome sort
of “watchdog commitiee,” = vever, we
will have nothing but contii 1 d anxiety
about the Central Intellige ue Agency
and its widespread activitigy
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It is characteristic of our system of
government that we are suspicious, and
rightly so, of unrestrained power. Tech-
thically, the CIA is part of the executive
pranch, and the executive branch is sub-
jeet to the checks and balances of our
Constitution. Actually the nature of its
work, and its peculiar place in our gov-
‘ernmental’ structure, have given this
‘agency in'effect a position inviting ir-
responsibility. . At its best this makes
for continued suspicion; at its worst it
is a menace to free government.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed at this point in my
remarks a letter dated August 25, 1953,
written by me to the Director of Central
“Intelligence, and the reply which I re-
celved, dated September 4, 1953, signed
by C. P. Cabell, lieutenant general,
United States Air Force, Acting Director.

There being no objection, the letters
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
ias follows: T :
' ; Avcust 25, 1953,
"Hon. ALLEN W. DULLES, ’

Direct?‘r of Central Intelligence, .
.. Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. DuLLEs: As you know, I have in-
{roduced a bill to establish a joint congres-
gional committee, dlong the lines of the
Joint Committee on Atomic Enérgy, for the
CIA. I would appreciate recelving an answer
from you on the questions listed below:

1. What is the present relationship be-
{ween Conpress and CIA?

(a2) Before what committees, other than
"Appropriations, have CIA representatives ap-
peared on agency business? Is there any
regular suyvey of CIA’s activities by any
committee? What is CIA’s procedure for
getting desired legislation? How many Mem-
bers of Congress know CIA’s annual appro-
priation? .

(b) In what instances do Members of Corn-
gress receite intelligence reports from CIA?
‘1s it only when some other executive agency
recommené‘ls it to support their position?

2, Does the Central Intelligence Agency
feel that the present ties with Congress are
adequate? What is its opinion of a Joint
Committee on Central Intelligence similar
to the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy?
8. What action was taken on the Hoover
Commlssion recommendation that vigorous
efforts be made to improve the internal
structire of the CIA and the quality of its
product? |

" Must clgse now but hoping to hear from
. ¥you sQon, and with best personal wishes, I
am, :

Bincerely yours,
; Mike MANSFIELD,.

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY,
. OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR,
Washington, D. C., September 4, 1953.
The Honorable MikE MANSFIELD,
United States Senate,
. : Washington, D. C.
DrAr SENATOR MANSFIELD: In Mr. Dulles’
_absence from the country, I am taking the
liberty of replying to your letter of August
25, 1953, regarding CIA relations with the
Congress, The answers below are numbered
in accordahce with the numbers of the ques-
tions in your letter.
1., (a) CIA representatives have appeared
on Agency business before the following

soaripBenate committees: Armed Services, Govern-

‘ ment Operations (permanent Subcommiftee

_ on Inyestigations), Judiciary (Immigration
! Bubcommiitée), (Internal Security Subcomn-~
- mittee). .

Agency representatives have appeared be-
fore the following House committees; Armed
Bervices, Forelgh Affalrs, Government Oper-
ations, Un-American Activities.
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Agency representatives also have appeared
before the Joint Committee on Atomic En-
ergy and laison 1s malntained with the Joint
Committee on Printing.

Concerning regular surveys of CIA's activ-
ities by congresslonal commitsees, it should
be noted that special subcommittees of the
House and Senate Appropriations Commit-
tees recelve a detailed briefing on the various
aspects of CIA work in the course of the an-
nusal review of CIA’s budget requirements.
The Armed Setvices Committees also receive
briefings on CIA, particularly in connection
with CIA legislation. In addition, in con-
nection with atomic energy, the joint com-
mittee is regularly advised of CIA's activities
in this field. .

CIA legislation is handled by the Armed
Services Committee in both Houses.

The CIA appropriation figure is very tightly
held and is known to not more than b or 6
Meaénbers in each House.

1. (b) The only committee which receives
intelligence reports from CIA on a regular
basis is the Joint Committee on Atormic
Energy. The Agency also makes certain in-
forination available to the Immigration Sub-
committees of the Judiciary Committees of
both Houses, and has also been of some as-
sistance to the Internal Security Subcommit-
tee of the Senate Committee on the Judi-
clary.

CIA Intelligence reports are not made
available merely to support the position of
another executive agency, in fact there
would probably be many Instances in which
CIA could give intelligence reports to certain
otber committees if requested.

2. Tt is our opinion that, from our point of
view, the prezent ties with Congress are ade-
quate. As far as we are able to determmine,
these ties are stronger than those which exist
between any other nation’s intelligence serv-
ice and its legislative body.

In view of the fact that a decision to estab-
lish a joint congressional Commitiee on'Cen-
traj Intelligénce involves many factors, sume
of which are not within the knowledge of
CI4, it would not appear appropriate for CIA
to express an opinion on the establishrnent
of such a group.

8. At about the same time as the Hoover
Commission subcommittee was making its
study of intelligence in 1948, a special group
appointed by the President, consisting of Mr.
Allen Dulles, Mr. William H. Jackson, and
Mr. Matthias ¥. Correa, was reqguested to
make a detailed survey of CIA. At the time
of the survey. these men were all in private
life. Many of their recommendations, ag well
as those of the Hoover Commission, were
carried into effect and were largely imple-
mented upon the advent of General Smith as
Director in October 1950 and Mr. Jackson as
Deputy Director. This implementation has
been carried forward by Mr. Dulles, who suc-
ceeded Mr. Jackson as Deputy Director, and
stbsequently succeeded Gerneral Smith as
Director. While it is safe to say that no
intelligence organization is ever completely
satisfied with the quality of its end product,
nevertheless, we feel, and have been informed
by tmpartial observers, that the organization
and the end product have been continuously
and vigorously improved.

I know that Mr. Dulles would be happy to
discuss this entire problem. with you in
greater deail at your convenience uporn his
return. '

8incerely,
C. P. CApELL,
Lieutenant General, USAF, Acting
Director. .

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
at this point in my remarks three edi-
torials pertaining to the Central Inielli-
gence Agency, all published in the Rich-
mond News Leader.

.
March 10

There being no objection, the edito-
rials were ordered to be printed in the
REcORD, as follows:

[From the Richmond (Va.) News Leader of
March 30, 1953}

THE CTA: WHOo WATCHES THE WATCHDOG?

In haavily guarded offices at 2430 E Street
in Washington, on the grounds of the old
naval hospital there, this Nation’s Central
Intelligence Agency directs the most secret
and lesst publicized opérations of the United
States Government. Not, even the Atomic
Energy Commission functions with the se-
crecy «f the CIA; the taxpayers know some-
thing of atomic resedrch—how much it costs,
in general how well it is succeeding, where
the pr.ncipal work is being done.

Of the CIA, whose expenditures are reck-
oned by well-informed observers at some=
thing in the neighborhcod of 81 billion a
year, the taxpayer kncows nothing.

Thi$ almost invisible agency of the Gov-
ernment came Into existence in 1847, as the
successor to an unwieldly central intel-
ligence group that was organized after World
War IlI. By way of background, it should
be noted that prior to World War II, there
was no American intelligence agency; we re=
lied largely upon the reports of diplomatic¢
and military officers, openly gathered at con-
gulates and embassles around the world.
During the war, the cloak-and-dagger Office
of Secret Services was set up to direct Amer=
ican espionage, but this went out of existe
ence with the end of hostilities.

The National Security Act of 1947, creat-
ing the CIA, gave the new body some sim-
ple—and sweeping-—duties. The CIA is to
correlate and evaluate intelligence relating
to the national security and provide for the
appropriate dissemination of such intelli-
gence within the Government. By one pro-
vision. it is specifically directed that the
Director of Central Intelligence shall be re-
sponsible for protecting intelligence sources
and. methods. from unauthorized disclosure,

Even the sweeping terms of this enact-
ment were regarded as inadequate by the
CIA. Bo in June 1949 the administration ob=
tained from Congress one of the most amaz-
ing laws ever put on the books—Public Law
110 of the 8lst Congress. This i4 the law
that rnakes CIA almost literally a law unto
itself.

By this enactment, CIA 1s made exempt
from all rules of purchasing that apply to
other agencies. It may hire and fire at will,
withoat regard to civil service regulations.
All provisions of law and all regulations “re-
lating to the expenditure of Government
funds’ are specifically waived for the CIA. It
is abcve any law that might require ‘“the
publication or disclosure of the organization,
functions, names, official titles, salaries, or
numbers of personnel employed by the
Agency.” The Director of the Bureau of the
Budget is flatly instructed to make “no re
ports to the Congress” of CIA’s expenditures,
either lump sum or itemized. CIA spends
what it pleases, as it pleases, “solely on the
certificate of the Director, and every such
certificate shall be deemed a sufficient vouch-
er for the amount therein certified.” No
ordinary Congressman can touch it; no ordi-
nary citizen s even admitted to the CIA’s
office.

For all the taxpayers know, the CIA may
be doing an appallingly inefficient job. It
may he wasting millions of dollars in fan-
tastically extravagant and unnecessary
scherres. It may be needlessly duplicating
the work of other agencies. It may be the
worst run bureaucracy in Washington.
Westkrook Pégler hss made the flat and un-
qualified charge that the CIA “slipped sub-
sidies of millions of dollars to the AFL,
{David] Dubinsky, the Garment Workers
Union, and a mysterious group of persons
unknown,” in . some nebulous venture to
strengthen free trade unions in Europe
against Communist infiltration. This charge
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the CIA neither affirms nor denies; 1t simply
evades answerlng

From what Ilittle has been printed about
the CIA, it is known that the Agency has had
its internal difficulties. In October 1947 sev-
eral employees were fired as “bad security
risks.” On another occaslon, Senator Mc-
CARTHY charged (with apparent accuracy)
that a pervert dismissed from the State De~
partment had turned up on CIA’s payroll,
The Agency came in for severe criticism when
South Korea was invaded-—to this Nation's
total surprise—in June 1950 and again the
following fall when the size of the Chinese
Communist intervention was tragleally un-
derestlmated. CIA was badly mousetrapped
last year when it swallowed a false tip that
Owen Lattimore was about to skip the coun-
try for Russla,

The extent of CIA’s successful eiforts is
understandably unknown; in common with
intelligence services everywhere, the Agency
never mentions its succesges. It is known
that CIA had & hand in reporting Soviet Rus-
sla’s first atomic explosion, Beyond that,
nothing can be pinned down,

Of CIA’s organization and routine, little
has been officially disclosed. One account
-is that CIA has b major divisions—3 to col-
lect information, 1 to index information,
the fifth to evaluate the information and
prepare the CIA’s estimates. These estimates
(originated by Gen. Walter Bedell Smith
when he was director of CIA In 1950-52) are
summaries of intelligence prepared by the
agency for the President and other top offi-
cers of the Government. ‘They arrive daily
at the White House, it Is sald, mimeographed
in purple ink and sealed in a blue folder.
Other more extensive estimates are prepared
weekly and monthly, These are compiled
not merely from the reports of the CIA's
espionage agents—the cloak-and-dagger
sples of adventure fiction—Nhut more matter-
of-factly from the reports of Forelgn Service
observers, military and naval Intelligence

. officers, immigration officlals, narcotics in-
spectors in far-off corners of the world, and
employees of the Treasury and Commerce
“Departments in foreign stations.’ It has
been estimated that about 90 percent of
CIA’s work is no more secret; than a Carnegie
library, and the bulk of its work lies simply
in correlating factual information that is
lying around for anyone to pick up.

How many employees thls worldwide op-
eration Involves, how much they are paid,
how well they are doing their jobs, whether
the jobs are worth doing-—to all of these
questions the CIA stands dumb. Of a few
executives, some names and skeleton facts
are known. The top brass include: )
~ Allen Welsh Dulles, 59, director of the
CIA; brother of the Secretary of State, grad-
uate of Princeton and George Washington
Universities, lawyer, in United States diplo-
matic service, at Vienna, Berne, Berlin, Con-
stantinople,  1916-26, delegate to interna-
tional conferences of 1925-33, attached to
08S in World War 1T, ~

Sherman Kent, 49, assistant dh;ector for
national estimates; native of Chicago; gradu-
ate of Yale and member of Yale's faculty
(professor of history) since 1928; chief of
the Europe-Africa Division of O3S, 1941-45;
State Department, 1946; instructor in Na-
tional War College, 1947; author of Strategic
Intelligence (1947).

Toftus B. Becker, 41, deputy director for
intelligence; native of Buffalo; graduate of
Harvard and Harvard Law School; lawyer;
rose from private to major in World War II,
served with Ninth Army in Europe, attended
the Nuremberg trials as an adviser on Ger-

am;:(‘;%g_lipg!_!:y organizations; joined CIA in

’Mat{;}lew Baird, 42, director of training;
nitive of Ardmore, Pa,, graduate of Prince-
ton  ‘ahd “Qxford; educator, former head-

master of the Arizona Desert Schopl; served.

44 months with Air Force in World War II,
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mostly in South Pacific; resident of Arizona,
cattle breeder and rancher,

_ Frank G. Wisner, 43, acting deputy director,
native of Laurel, Miss., graduate of the Uni-
versity of Virginia; lawyer; served ln World
War II as a naval intelligence officer, later

with OSS in Africa, Middle East, Balkans,

France, and Qermany; discharged as com-
mander; with State Department, 1947, as
deputy assistant Secretary of State for Oc-
cupied Areas; joined CIA, 1948.

Walter Reid Wolf, 58, deputy director;
graduate of Yale; banker: vice presldent of
National City Bank of New York since 1936;
leader in many civic activities.

Charles Pearre Cahell, 49, director of the
general staff; native of Dallas, graduate of
West Point; holds rank of major general In
the Air Force; formerly director of intel-
ligence for the USAF, attended the Yalta
Conference.

That about exhausgts our notes on the
CIA, and a thin batch of facts it is to work
with. What disturbs us about the Central
Intelligence Agency is this very thinness.
To be sure, we recognize that some secret
operations are necessary if this Nation is to
be properly vigilant in the cold war, and
secret operations would cease to be secret if
they were conducted in klieg lights and full
publicity. But we are far from certain that
the sweeping secrecy of the CIA—extending
even to its most routine operations—can be
justified, or that the value of many of its
investigations outweighs the old, established
value of Government accountabllity di-
rectly to the people.

Congress long ago created a speclal com-
mittee to watch the Atomic Egnery Com-
misston, in part to keep a check on the
day-to-day activities of men with tremen-
dous power over mighty weapons. It would
be in the public interest. as we see if, for
a similar committee to be set up to watch
the watchdogs of the CIA, to make spot-
checks on expenditures. to keep budget re-
quests in line, to see that secret policies laid
down by the director of the CIA are not
opposed to the people’s wishes as the peo-
ple's representatives understand them.

We are uneasy about this outfit—the
power it holds, the pecrecy with which it
shrouds its operations, the potential for evil
that lies in the CIA's virtually unchecked
authority. And we comamend to Congress a
searching study of the powers it has vested
in the agency. What Congress has given,
Congress can take away—and in the case of
the CIA, some taking away of excess power
might prove exceedingly wise.

[From the Richmond (Va.) News Leader of
July 17, 1953] -

“ABoUT WHICH YoU AcTUuaLLY KNow
NOTHING

-One of our more articulate critics, in a
letter full of strawmen and ad hominem ar-
guments, takes us severely to task In the
Forum today for an editorial of July 13. In
that editorial we reviewed the astonishing
law wunder which the Central Intelli-
gence Agency is permitted to conceal every
aspect of its operations—including the size
of its budget and the length of its payroll—
from the American people. At no time has
this newspaper suggested that CIA activity
be Iully revealed to the American people.
‘What we have demanded is an amendment
1o the basic CIA law that would provide some
measure of public aceountability for funds,
and place some resuvrictions upon the CIA’s
now unlimited opportunities for interna-
tional troublemaking.

.One phrase in Mr. Lucas’ letfer serves to
huttress. the point we have bheen making.
He says we are spreading mistrugt of an
agency about which you actually know noth-
Ing discreditable. Knock off the last word:
We most assuredly Ipxstrust an agency of
Government about which we actually know
nothlng. The CIA is responsible not to the

.watch.of the American people :
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» ihe sense that
2:m their own

people of the United Stutes, :
the people are permittad to
opinions of whether they a: . :zetting value -
recelved, but solely to the N:zional Security
Council—-a group of top G :wrnment ofi-
cials who have a thousand taer concerns
and cannot possibly maintai : close check
on the CIA’s day-to-day spen :iing.
" Nothing like the CIA exiz 3 anywhere in
the American Goveri:ment The Atomic
Energy Commission deals ir s~crets of the
most vital nature, yet the ~@’s budget is
a matter of public record; -“Ie AEC pub-
lishes an annual report; a --€-ial commit-
tee of Congress keeps o wat. :dog eye on its
activitles; the AEC’s budget is: a1l sacrosanct,
and can be trimmed whenev:: he American
people conclude that too t:u-h money is
being poured into atomic res: wrch, The FBI
is a highly secret outfit, ye: :t is no secret
that the FBI spent nearly 87 niillion in the
last fiscal year, and that it employs some
14,000 persons whose average aiary is $4,800.
Similarly, the defense estar:!iehment deals
constantly in matters ¢f the .ie-pest secrecy,
yet the budgets of Army, Nav:. :1nd Ailr Force
are avallable for any citize:': inspection.
No one in his right mind wo: :d suggest that
every American should have 8 pass to the
Pentagon’s code room, or acc. s& to Secretary
Wilson'’s private files; yet t: o very essence
of the American form of gov r1-ment by the
people is reflected in the fac: inat the peo-
ple are kept fully inform:: on military
spending and can check e high brass
whenever the spirit moves th:m: to do so.
None of this applies to the Central Intels
ligence Agency. It is a sep:raie and clan-
destine entity in our Gover::ment., One of
the most reliable budgetary e. perts in Wash-
ington has told us that he believes CIA’s
spending “is in the neighbo: hcod of a bil-
lion dollars a year,” yet n.- :ommitee of
Congress can check on thu dgure nor can
the beleagured American p:onle find out
whether the CIA is worth its -cst—whatever
the cost may be. Funds may b transferred
to the CIA from other agenci:s of the Gov-
ernment “without regard to sy provisions
of law limiting or prohibitir . ransfers be=
tween appropriations.” Sur y that clause
in the CIA Act make: a m.chery of cone

" gressional control over the p: niic purse.

No restrictions are laid woen the CIA’s
activities, The status reads 1 .t “Notwith<
standing any other provisior - f law, sums
made avallable to the agenc: by appropria-
tions or otherwise may be ex:1.ded for pur-
poses necessary to carry oui .t functions.”
The CIA, of course, decides o- itself what
its functions are. The law -p-cifically ap-
proves expenditures for “pe scnal services
without regard to limitations types of per-
sons to be employed; radi: r-:ceiving and
radlo-sending equipment; p-:rhage, main-
tenance, and cleaning of firecrris, including
purchase, storage, and main: ‘nance of am-
munition; acquisition of r c-ssary land;
construction of buildings anc -acilities with-
out regard to 36 Statutes, i, 40 United
States Code 259, 267.”

All sums made avallable tc tie CIA “may
be expended without regard t tae provisions
of law and regulations rela: 1. to the ex-
penditure of Government fur: ‘s and for ob-
jects of a confidential, ex:-a:rdinary, or
emergency nature, such exp:-«iiures to be
accounted for solely on the c«rt.ficate of the
Director, and every such cert d:ate shall be
deemed a sufficient voucher @ r the amount
therein certifled.”

‘We deny, as vigorously as v~ know how,
that any such sweeping con-eulment is in
the public interest. The mc -i effective re-
straint yet devised on the ex: .:xaigant ambi-
tions of Government official: ~s the vigilant
2.4 the Amer-
» s wiped out,

ican press. Once that restrau
and power is permittec to b: et unchecked
in the darkness, waste and -¢ruption are
provided a fertile soil in v hizh to grow.
Certalnly we mistrust the CI .- and we will
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continue to spread that mistrust in the fer-
vent hope that others will awake to the
dangers inherent In this unknown and un-
knowable OGPU in our midst.

—

[From the Richmond (Va.) News Leader of
a _ July 24, 1954] .

To Warcx THE CIA

Senator Mixe MaNsFIeLD, of Montana, this
weék offered a resolution that merits wide-
spread and immediate public support. He
proposes the establishment of a Joint Com-
mittee on Central Intelligence, to be pat-

- terned after the Joint Committee on Atomlc
Energy.

“The CIA is In somewhat the same cate-
gory as the AEC,” Senator MaNSFIELD said,
“and just as a special committee, with well-
defined authority and powers has been cre-
ated on a jolnt congressional basis to over-
see and supervise the interests of the AEC,
so I believée should a joint congressional
committee be created for the same purpose
in connection with the CIA * * * for pur-
poses of seeing that good management is
maintained Jo the CIA and also to keep a
‘eonstant check on its intelligence policies.
It is well, top, that this joint committee
should be in a position to criticize any mis-
takes which the CIA may make.”

. This newsgpaper has been urging the cre-
gtion of such & committee for the past sev~
eral months. At present the CIA is wholly
beyond the reach of the Congress that cre-
sted it. The agencys budget is secret; its
payroll is secret; its employees are under
orders- to ignore congressional committees
and to refuse to answer their guestions. By
law the CIA has unlimited authority to
gpend virtually unlimited amounts of
money for wholly unlimited purposes.
Neither the Congress nor the public has any
way of knowing whether the CIA is doing
& good job or a terrible job, whether it is
wasting millions or spending its funds with
scrupulous care.

. 8enator MANSFIELD'S proposed committee
has been needed for a long time. We com-
mend his resolution warmly to Virginia’s
delegation on the Hill.

' Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
¥ield the fioor.

MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS,
REGULAR ARMY

. Mr. KNOWLAND. I suggest the ab-
sence of a guorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
PurTeLL in the chair). The clerk will
€all the roll. _

' ;:fhe Chief Clerk proceeded to call the
Toll.

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I
ssk unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
GoLpwaTer in the chair). Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none, and it
is so ordered,

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, pur-
gsuant to my earlier announcement, I
ask ungnimous consent that the unfin-
#shed busness be temporarily laid aside
and that the Senate proceed to the con-
siderafion of House bill 5509, to amend
the Army-Navy Medical Services Corps
-Aet of 1947, relating to the percentage of
colonels in the Medical Service Corps,
Regular Army.

* I might say to the acting minority
Ieader that the other bill which I had
contemplated might be called up today

I have agreed to have go over until at

least Friday, because tomorrow the time
for debate will be controlled.

~

So far as I know, there was no objec-
tion to the Medical Service Corps bill in
the committee, but I will address an in-
quiry to the junior Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Durrl, who is represent-
ing the Armed Services Committee in
connection with the bill. I understand
no minority views were filed.

Mr. DUFF. The Senator is correct.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, asact-
ing minority leader, I may say that I
understand that the ranking minority
member of the Committee on Armed
Services has no objection to the bill.

Mr. DUFP. The Senator is correct;
the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. RussernLl

raised no objection, and there was no-

objection to the bill in the commitiee.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the hill by title.
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 5509)
to amend the Army-Navy Medical Serv-
ices Corps Act of 1947, relating to the

percentage of colonels in the Medical”

Service Corps, Regular Array.

Mr. KNOWLAND. I might say, be-
fore the Senate acts on the bill, that I
understand the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania is prepared to make a statement
about the bill for the information of the
Senate.

" The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. DUFPF. Mr. President, the pur-
pose of this bill is to repeal an existing
provision of law which limits the num-
ber of permanent colonels in the Medi-
cal Service Corps of the Regular Army to
2 percent of the authorized Regular
Army officer strength of that corps.
This 2-percent limitation contrasts with

a limitation of 8 percent which is ap-

plicable to all other male arms and
branches of the Army.

The 2-percent limitation was included
in the origingl legislation as recommend-
ed by the Departmentof the Army. The
basis for the limitation was the number
of positions justifying officers of this per-

manent rank in the then existing tables

of organization for Medical Service
Corps officers.

Since the Army-Navy Medical Seivice
Corps Act of 1947 was enacted, the De~
partment of the Army has significantly
broadened the utilization of Medical
Service Corps officers, with the result
thal today there are many additienal
areas and positions of responsibility for
officers of the Medical Service Corps-that
did not exist in 1947.

The Department of the Army is at-
terapting to relieve medical and dental
officers from administrative and man-
agerial duties, so that they may devote
more time to the-exercise of their pro-
fessional duties and qualifications.
Army representatives maintain that the
full achievement of the objective of re-
lieving professional officers of adminis-

trative and managerial duties is hindered

by the 2-percent limitation which re-
stricts career opportunities for Medical
Serviee Corps officers.

Furthermore, the continued existence
of this limitation handicaps the Army
in procuring and retaining officers who
possess the educational, scientific, and
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technical qualifications desired in the
Medical Service Corps.

Enactment of this bill will enable the
Medical Service Corps to have the same
percentage of officers serving in the per-
manent grade of colonel as is now au-
thorized for the other arms and branches
of the Army. Notwithstanding this fact,
Army representatives have assured the
committce that the enactment of this bill
will not result in full utilization of the
authority in the near future. The addi-
tional positions of permanent colonel
would be filled gradually during the next
few years, as officers become qualified
and demonstrate the ability to serve in
this grade.

The PRESIDING CFFICER, The bill
is open to amendment.

If thiere be no amendment to be pro-
posed, the question is on the third read-
ing of the bill.

" The bill (H. R. 5509) was ordered to a

‘third reading, read the third time, and

passed,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its
clerks, announced that the House had
disagreced to the amendments of the
Senate to the bill. (H. R. 5337) to pro-
vide for the establishment of a United
States Air Force Academy, and for other
purposes; asked a conference with the
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses.thereon, and that Mr. Saoerr,
Mr. AENDS, Mr. CoLe of New York, Mr.
SuaAreEl, Mr., Vinsow, Mr. Brooxs of
Louisiana, and Mr. KILDAY were ap-
pointed managers on the part of the
House at the conference. :

STATEHOOD FOR HAWAII

The Senate resumed the considera=
tion of the bill (S. 49) to enable the peo-
ple of Hawaii to form a constitution and
State government and to be admitted
into the Union on an equal footing with
the original States.

Mr. JACKSON obtained the floor.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr,
Presidant, will the Senator from Wash-
ington yield at this time, to permit me
to sugizest the absence of a quorum?

Mr. JACKSON, I am happy to yield
for that purpose.
© Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Then,
Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

"The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll. )

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, T ask
unanimous ¢onsent that the order for
the call of the roll be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I rise
today in support of the amendment of-
fered by the distinguished Senator from
New Mexico [Mr. AnpErson] to add as
title TU of the Hawaiian statehood bill
the bill reported from the Senate Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs
providing statehood for Alaska,

I should like to make it clear at the
putset that I have always supported
statehood for both Hawaii and Alaska.

The
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oIN' IE AND HQUSE. COMMITTER ON CENTRAL INTELLIGFNG: +HICH
GI. AS ﬁecgggazssroNAL WATCHOOG ON ACTIVITIES OF THF C- <TRA!

tITTEE WOULD BE SET U~ ALONG THE SAME LINES A§ TH: _OINT ATO=
COMMITIEE," MANSFIELD TGLD A REPORTER. ®I THINK ' ~'YE NFESRD
[KE THIS FOR A LONG T.MF."
PLANNED TG INTRODUCL #IS RESOLUTION, IN WHICF H' .AS
OTHER SENATORS+=15 JEKGCRATS AND 8 REPUBLICA)Se- *ITH &
R OR SPEECH IN WHICH Mi. SAIDs :
oo WEY Ng, RING THE PAST YEAR HAVS CONVINCFD ME THAT AN URC - T
'uégg\_ ISI8 FOR REGULAR AND RESFINGTBLF CONGRESSIONAL SCRUTT! * 0F THE
CENTRAL INIELLIGENCE AGENCY., . -
SRR ;gﬂ‘ﬂ SCRUTINY IS ESSENTIAL TU THE SUGCESS OF OUR FOREISN LIeY,
- TO THE PRESERVATION OF OUR DEMOCKATIC PROCESSES, AND TO THF®
rggtﬂ.:ng,o. THE INTELLIGENCE AGELCY ITSELF.
wdinsHE _BOONER WE PROVIDE A LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK FOR PROFTR
‘g ‘géﬁégNéL~CIA.RELATIONS, THE GuICKER WE CAN BEGIN TO BT : MuTHAL
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